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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Dear Sir: 

This communication is responsive to the Written Restriction Requirement mailed March 18, 
2002. As this response is being timely filed within the one-month statutory period for response, it is 
believed that no fee is due. If, however, any fee should become due or credit become payable during the 
pendency of this application, the Examiner is authorized to charge or credit the same to deposit account 
number 50-1273. 

The Restriction Requirement 

The Examiner has required restriction to one of the following Groups: 



CERTIFICATE OF TRANSM ISSION 
(37 C.F.R. §1.8) 

I hereby certify that this paper (along with anything referred to as being attached or enclosed) is being facsimile transmitted to the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office on the date shown below. 
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I. Claims 1, 34-37, 39, 42, drawn to tricyclic compounds, classified in class 544, subclass 

244. 

II. Claims 38 and 41, drawn to Uses not requiring Formula I compounds, classified in Class 
514, subclass various. 

Group I is hereby elected, with traverse. Withdrawal of the Restriction Requirement is 
requested. 

The Examiner contends that the inventions are distinct, because Group II does not require any 
structural similarity with the compounds of Formula I, since the compounds could have no heterocycle 
or P. 

According to MPEP § 803, two criteria are required for proper restriction: 1) that the inventions 
be independent or distinct; and 2) that there be a serious burden on the examiner. The Applicants 
respectfully submit that the Examiner has not met either of these criteria. 

The Examiner has not shown that searching Groups I and II together will be an undue burden. 
Group I includes claims which are directed toward treating an animal for a disease resulting from 
abnormally elevated insulin levels (Claim 39) and treating an animal with excess glycogen storage 
disease (Claim 42). The claims of Group II are directed toward treating an animal for a disease resulting 
from abnormally elevated insulin levels (Claim 38) and treating an animal with excess glycogen storage 
disease (Claim 41). A search of Group I will necessarily turn up prior art on Group II. Because of this 
overlap, the Applicants respectfully submit that the search of Groups I and II together will not pose an 
undue burden on the Examiner. 

For the foregoing reasons, the Applicants respectfully request the Withdrawal of the Restriction 
Requirement. 
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The Restriction Requirement was mailed to Edward Kreusser. Please address future 
correspondence to the undersigned. 



Brobeck, Phleger & Harrison LLP 
12390 El Camino Real 
San Diego, CA 92130-2081 
Direct Dial: (858)720-2500 
Facsimile: (858)720-2555 



Respectfully Submitted, 





Diana L. Bush, Ph.D. 
Reg. No. 51,109 
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